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ORDER 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

C>n July 17, 1996, TCG Phoenix (TCG) t k d  with the Arizona Corporation Commission 

(Commissionj. a petition fur arbitration pursuant to Q 2Wb) of the 'I'zlecumunicatioIls Act of 

19% (.-hct) to establish ;an interconnection ngreenient with L' S WEST Communications. Inc. (TJ S 

WEST I 

'The F{:&y$ ~&xxmxnunicarions ACP of 1996 directed incumbent focal exchange carriers 

td make their netwmks available for interconnection to new entrants to the local exchange market. 

The Act proiFided for Interconnection Agreements to be concluded by voluntary agreement. If 

the parties could not successfully negotiate a'lt of the rates, ternis, mQ conditions of an 

interconnectron agreement, Lvly part? could request the Commission to arbitrate my open issues. 

On October 29, 1996, the Commission issued Decision No. 59873. setting forth its 

resolution of the issues in dispute and directing the parties to file a written Interconnection 

,%greernent - within thirty days containing the terms and conditions of interconnection. including 

both those items that were voluntarily resolved between the parties and those on which the 

Commission 



I>txtswri f4;i.r 50873 and that there are no grounds fbr rqjeution pursuant to 8 252 

.A< t 

2 €3 1 rrf ~ h r  

hmff has ret-wwd the \. o f u n t a r i l \ . - n e ~ o t i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  provisions of the Jnterconriectiuri .4grerment. 

&;ti u'ere not pari of the arbitration proceedings, aiurd has found them to be non-discrimmatory 

and in the public interest. E3otf.t i: S %'EST and TCG haye indicated that the riegotiated 

provisivns of the ~ K l ~ ~ ~ C ~ ~ ~ ~ i t l U ~  Ptgreernenr are non-discriminatory and in the public interest. 

Having considered the entire record herein and being h j l y  advised in the premises, rhe 

t'bmrnrssion tin&. concludes. and orders that. 

- FINDINGS OF FACE 

I .  TCCi has ap@ied tu the Commission for authority to provide competitiic 

trtecommunica&ns services to the pubiic in Arizona. 

2.  ti S LVEST is certificated to provide local exchange a d  intraL.%a',-j 

t~kc~mm~nlc3i1Cp~s senices to the public in Arizona pursuant to Article S V  of the Arii:cln;i 

Decision No.  --- 



-I. -+,h!tratmn proceedings restlrding rhc d~spured issues commenced September 18. 1 'WA 

st the f ' o ~ n ~ n i ~ s i i m ' ~  ot'ticcs if) Phoenix 

5 tn tfir arbitratton proceedings. wiiich %ere conducted by the Commission's Hearing 

Dtx isron, onl) tfivsz matters in dispute bwre considcrcci. 
b 

6 O n  Srprenibrr 30, 1996, each party submind rl closing nirmormurdum. x%LhlCh 

sunammized the issues still mresohed and presented each pixty's proposed resolurion of rhi: 

Issues. 

7 On October 29, 1996, .tiit: Comnlission issued Dccisiori No. 59573, setting forth its 

lur.lon of the issues in dispute axid directing the parties to file a written Interux-mectton 

.Jlgreemcnr t~tirhin thny da? s. The Interconnection Agreement was to incorporate rhc ISSUZS 3s 

rrsuii ed by the Commission. 

X Chi Nmtmher  79. 1956 the pdr'tirs filed the fntercomection Agreement On 

Orstnibrr 6.  19%. the pmies Tifed an amended Iriterconnection Agrernien~ that contained ~ o n x  

prot ismns h i t  were not included in [fie orlgrnally submitted Interconnection .Agreement due to 

mne C ~ W X K U ~ T S  i n  addition to the issues resolved bj the arbitration, the Interconnection 

Agreemeti'i cuntmed provisions that u e t ~  resol\ ed h) the partics pursuant to nt'gotistion 

c) T'trrsumt to 47 '1..S.C 4 ZSl?(e)r2NA). the Or~mrnis~ic~n must determine mhhether an 

~ g e e r n c n f  t o r  anp PO. rion thereof) adopted bq negotiation is nondiscriminatory 3s t o  

f~~.:fr ' fnn?ll i l lniC'3~i~n~ c3rr12;s not parties to the Interconnection Agreement and that the 

xnptrrnentatitin of such agreement or portion thereof is consl:jtent with rht: public interest. 

convenience. and necessitj . 

10. Pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 252 (r)(2)(B,, the Commission must determine whether 3x1 

agreement (or an! portion thereof) adopted by arbitration meets the requirements of 4? t ' .S C. 

4 251. F C.C. rtlgu%ntrons. and the standards set forth in 47 1: S C. 5 252 (d). 



Decision No. - 



Executive Secretary 



. > .  . Page 4, Line 14 {ConcIusion of Law No. 51, INSERT after “Agreement”: 

“and the modifications fikd by &e parties on December 13,1996” 

Page 4, Lioe 15 (Conclusion of taw No. 61, INSERT after ‘*Agreement”: 

‘‘as mdtfied bv the parties on Ilecernber 13, 1996” 

Page 5 ,  Line 3, MSER’F after “Agreement”: 

“as modified by the parties on December 13,1936” 

Page 5, Line 4, INSERT new Ordering paragraph: 

‘’ IT IS FUFtTHER ORDERED that the parties shall file a signed 
Interconnection Agreement incorporating the modifications filed on December I 3, 
1996 with Docket Control, within thirty days from the date of this Decision.” 




